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MR017–1 Parallex EA

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s concerns regarding the importation
of U.S. weapons-usable plutonium into Canada for the purposes of a
“test-burn” at Chalk River Laboratories.  Shipments of a small quantity of
MOX fuel from LANL to Canada are part of a separate proposed action,
the Parallex Project; therefore, they are beyond the scope of the proposed
action analyzed in this SPD EIS.  DOE has prepared an Environmental
Assessment for the Parallex Project Fuel Manufacture and Shipment
(DOE/EA-1216, January 1999) and FONSI, signed August 13, 1999, on
fabrication of the MOX fuel and its transportation to Canada.  This EA
and FONSI can be viewed on the MD Web site at http://www.doe-md.com.
As indicated in Section 1.1, while the United States is participating in the
Parallex Project, it is not actively pursuing the CANDU option as part of
its plutonium disposition program.  If Russia and Canada agree to
disposition Russian surplus plutonium in CANDU reactors in order to
augment Russia’s disposition capability, shipments of the Russian MOX
fuel would take place directly between Russia and Canada.

DOE acknowledges the attachment of various documents concerning
MOX fuel use in Canada.
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I strongly oppose the importation of MOX fuel into Canada.  I
support this with the following reasons.  Yours truly,
Jessie Davies

1) The shipment of MOX fuel should not be approved without
adequate consultation of the Canadian population; to date,
there has been none.

2) According to the Pre-Decisional Environmental Assessment
from Los Alamos (Sept ’97), “environmental assessment of
activities conducted in Canada would be the responsibility of
the Canadian government”; repeated requests for such an
assessment have been refused by the government.

3) The Government of Canada has not provided the public with
any reliable documentation containing solid information or even
a clear explanation of the issues surrounding this project.

4) Atomic Energy Canada Limited (the proponent) has frequently
given out misinformation on the project;  for example, AECL’s
designated spokesman Larry Shewchuk has stated on
numerous occasions (over a period of seven months) that the
fresh MOX fuel will not contain weapons usable material.  This
misinformation has gone uncorrected by the Canadian
government.

5) In October 1996, a private two-day seminar was organized by
Professor Franklyn Griffiths at the urging of AECL and the
Government of Canada.  It led to a recommendation from
Professor Griffiths that the project be “consigned to oblivion”
because it is “fundamentally flawed.”

1

WR006–1 Parallex EA

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to the importation of
MOX fuel into Canada.  Shipments of a small quantity of MOX fuel from
LANL to Canada are part of a separate proposed action, the Parallex
Project; therefore, they are beyond the scope of the proposed action
analyzed in this SPD EIS.  DOE has prepared an Environmental Assessment
for the Parallex Project Fuel Manufacture and Shipment (DOE/EA-1216,
January 1999) and FONSI, signed August 13, 1999, on fabrication of the
MOX fuel and its transportation to Canada.  This EA and FONSI can be
viewed on the MD Web site at http://www.doe-md.com.
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6) In December 1998, an all party Committee of the House of
Commons unanimously recommended that the project be
cancelled; the Government of Canada rejected this
recommendation without debate or discussion.

7) In April 1999, the International Association of Firefighters
called for a moratorium on plutonium fuel imports because of
uncertainty as to whether their members would be able to
handle an accident involving plutonium.

8) A joint resolution was passed in May 1999 by mayors of the
Great Lakes and Saint Lawrence region calling on the
government of Canada and the United States to stop the
weapons plutonium fuel plan.

9) All 4 Bruce “A” reactors (named by AECL as the reactors of
choice to burn MOX eventually) are shut down and will
require large investments of capital to repair – capital which
the debt-ridden Ontario utility does not have at its disposal.

1
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FR015–1 Parallex EA

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to the test burn of
U.S. and Russian MOX fuel at Chalk River Laboratories.  Shipments of a
small quantity of U.S. MOX fuel from LANL to Canada are part of a
separate proposed action, the Parallex Project; therefore, they are beyond
the scope of the proposed action analyzed in this SPD EIS.  DOE has
prepared an Environmental Assessment for the Parallex Project Fuel
Manufacture and Shipment (DOE/EA-1216, January 1999) and FONSI,
signed August 13, 1999, on fabrication of the MOX fuel and its
transportation to Canada.  This EA and FONSI can be viewed on the
MD Web site at http://www.doe-md.com.

DOE acknowledges the attachments with questions to various
Canadian officials.
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1

FR010–1 Parallex EA

DOE acknowledges the commentor’s opposition to MOX fuel shipments
to Canada.  Shipments of a small quantity of MOX fuel from LANL to
Canada are part of a separate proposed action, the Parallex Project;
therefore, they are beyond the scope of the proposed action analyzed in
this SPD EIS.  DOE has prepared an Environmental Assessment for the
Parallex Project Fuel Manufacture and Shipment (DOE/EA-1216,
January 1999) and FONSI, signed August 13, 1999, on fabrication of the
MOX fuel and its transportation to Canada.  This EA and FONSI can be
viewed on the MD Web site at http://www.doe-md.com.

DOE acknowledges the attachment of a news release expressing
opposition to importing MOX fuel.



S
urplus P

lutonium
 D

isposition F
inal E

nvironm
ental Im

pact S
ta

tem
ent

4
–

2
2

FR010

SOCIETY  PROMOTING  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSERVATION
NORMAN  ABBEY
PAGE 2 OF 2

1


